


o
“A}f e 4 , .
s YUova AR \ P o R G No_Eﬂnm,uﬂl‘l____
CLASSIFICATION '
) - i PR. 17
TO  : Chief, EE | ‘ DATE: }A“
FROM : Qhief of Base, Berlin |
INPO: COS8 -
SUBJECT: GENERAL— Opoutioml/ wmsecx/emmn/enmn
SPECIFIC— emnn, Teghnical’ Intorrogatioa hport
;  Porwarded herewith is the technical interrogation and
’; exanination of Bubjeot,
! B

Approved PR
HTP1ops S
12 April 1956

'- stridutions’ | B
(3%« BB w/enols in tripe h/v and enol, in trip. UNSEPCOV (nmcr)
5 « 008 w/encle in trip. h/w and encle in trip. UNSEPOOV

Bnolss

élg Int;x;régstion Rq‘)o:;-t'h/v, as noted | _ é & ﬂp‘* Ao 7

2) Tdentity UNSEPCOV

| SECREY
mmno 51—28 A o . CLASSIFICATION




. TN

ATTACHMENT TO EGBA-3101T7

PR L . SECRET

_Operational/LCCASSOCK/CADRIER(CADRAIN

Subject: CADRIER, Technical Interrogation Report

Yo Subaect was afforded a technical ‘examination at a safehouse’ in
Rarlin on 22 March 1956, in accordance with the request of C?
;3, case officer, .

2. Type of Casea

' a. Bubject is a 38-year-old German national, principal asgent of
the 1LCCASSOCK project. He supervises editorial and distribution aotivity
of a 15-man staff plus mailing and hand distribution organisations. He =~
conceives, edits, supervises production and distribution of other propaganda

items on the basis of analyais of the DDR press.

' "be Reason for the teat was in’ oonnootion with the legalization of
the’ LOCASSQOK project. and the writing of a KUBARK/CADRIER agent contract.

oo The test "’APr?k9n”49V?,i?F°.?h???vph9°°9' as follows -~

Phase T - Seorst operational contacts with other intelligence
organizations.

Phase II- Acoounting of KUBARK funds.

: o v Phase III - Visit of OAHTERY-I, 'CABANJO and SubJeot to
Frankfnrt. .

' de The‘tebt”vah‘Ei#en'in”cermdn by the undeérsigned examiner,
- . » "1 was present during the examination.

3 Questioné, Answers, dnd Analysisi B

Phase I - Secret operational oontacts with other intelligence
A organizations

1. Is your name ___ 7 Anawer: Yes. (No reaotion)

2, is that your‘frﬁe name? ~Answer: Yes."(No reaotién)

3 Do you carry on’ any gécret operational contaocts with
intelligence organizations ‘other than (KUBARK)? Answers
No. (Weak reaction) Subject stated that he had numérous
contacts of an official nature with other intelligence
" services and that he had thought of these,
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Do you carry on any secret operational cohtacts with'a
British intélligence organization? Answer: No. (No

- reaction)

3b.

Do you carry on any seoret operational contacts with (ZIPPER)?

_ Answer: No. (No reaction)

300

4.
4a.

De

6o

Db”you'dérri on any secret operatidnal contacts with an
East Zone 1ntelligenoe organization? Answer: No. (No
reaction)

Do you receive oonoealed or seoret money from a sourde othor

than (KUBARK)? Answeri No. (Weak reaction) Bubject
explained ‘that the queation of outside funds was a oomplioated
one £or him, as it was for other LCCABSOCK staffers, since
most of the journalists there produced free-lance material’

for sale to various West Gorman publieationa and other media.

To the best of your knowledge, does any other member (of
LBCASSOCK) receive concealed or secret money from a source
other than (KUBARK)? Answer: No. (Weak reaction) See
Question 4 above, o .

A. CONTROL:s Have you eéver discussed your activitj with us .
' _with an unauthorized person? Answer: No. (No reaction)
Were you bornm "% Answer:> Yes. (Weak réaction)

Subaect reacted ir Eovantly to this question of known faot.

Do you now have any sécret ‘connections we don't know. about?
Answer: No. (No reaction)

B, CONTROL: Is& there anything in your life you'd like to~ hide?

Answer: No. ' (Weak reaction) Subject stated afterward that

1MP5 had_thgygpf.gpguﬁ_his firs#_gg;riage at the question.

?hgse II”f_Aqqgugtipg"of KUBARK funds o

13,
14.
15,

Dbryog:poy_livg_in _;;;__*ﬁ' Answer: Yes. (No reaction)
Have you ever been in Moscow? Answer: No. (No reaction)
Do all your accountings in the last twelve months to (KUBARK)

representatives correspond to the actual money flow (Geld- "
fluss)? Answer: Yes. (Weak reaction) The most significant
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aspect of this quéstion was Subject's request during the
pre-test discussion to change the question from "expenditurea"
(Ausgaben) to "money flow" %Geldfluss) Bubject comménced an
ocourred and the topic was sidetracked. Whether the matter
reflects merely Subjeot!s inability to cops ‘with a petty-oash
problen (hé frankly admits himself to be no great shakes at
bookkeeping) or whether something more lies behind the queation
oould not be determined by examiner, ’

ou Gotivinced that Dr. ‘and Dr. _. (a.ccounting

3 pérforms and has performed his audit of (TOCASSOCK)" in’
the best sénse of an independent aceountant? Anewer: Yes.
(No reaction) .

D. CONTROL: Have you ever described 6F confirmed (KUBABK) as
. the power behind (LCCASSOCK)? Answer: No. (Weak
: reaotion) _See E. CONTROL, belows _ .
Did you use "the 5,000 marks concerned for private purposes?
Answers No. (Weak reaction) Of interest is Subjest's. -
dissatisfaotion vith the queetion as it ‘was first put to ‘Thims

last year can be explained?" Subjeot stated’ that for him to~

‘answér that question would be in effect to acciuse some ‘person

or persons., Subject stated further that he possessed no
concrete Tacts and in the absence of such facts would prefer
not to deal in terms of ‘supposition. Subjeoits’ ‘reaction to
the question as rewritten is quite slight and is probably not
due to deception but to Subject!s vivid awareness that the -
question was paramounit. On one test Subjeoct failed to react
to the question at all,

E. CONTROL: ~To the best of your knowledge, has an’ (wcassocx)

staff member or contributor ever described or confirmed
: iKﬂBARK) as the power behind (ICCASSOCK)? Answers Noe

‘(Reaction) This question produded ‘Subjectta” strongest o
reaction during thé test. His explanation was that he had
thought of an episode cae July 1955 whén he and’ Identity 1
hHad paid’a visit to Bonn and’ Identity 1 was reported to~
have identified LCCASSOCK's backer aé KUBARK, using true
initials. BSubjeoct stated that hes had had. to prepare an
exhaustive report upon the affair. :
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17as Do you know definitely where the money in guestion went to?
Answeri No. (Weak reaction) Subject statéa that whern the =
quéstion was put the names of Identity 2 and Identity 1 flashed
into his mind, in that order, but that he khnew nothing conerete
about theé disappearance of the money and was unwilling to voice
mere suppositions.

Phase III - Visit of CAUTERY—I, OABANJO and Subject to Frankfurt )

31, Did What you wanted to diséuss with [ —J! or the 3rd
of January have to do directly with (wcmswx)? Answer: Noe.

(No reaotion)

.32, Ate you convinoed that (CLBANJO) at the appointed time ‘had
gomething important about Bonn relationiships apropos the CAUTELA
case to report? Answer: Yes. (No reaotlon)

33, Is there anything about the (CABANJO? case that you want to hide
from us? Answer: No. (No reaction

CONCLUSIONS:™
: | a. The test mst be rated inconslusive for the following reasons:
(1) Subject reacted inconsistently to pertinemt questions,
(2) subject's personality make-up made him a poor subject f??ﬁ?ﬁfing- |

(3) Tﬁé"dréé“bf“quehtioning“dbntéined'so'mAﬂy exceptions, inherent
contradictions and complexities, that examiner was not able to
establish the proper ppycholqgiqa}usetting for the examination.

"be Subjeot appears to be an outstanding individual and something of an
amazing personality. A U=-boat commandér at 22 and a RitterkreuztrMger, he’
appears to be perscnally incorruptible; indeed, the’ question of "the missing
5,000 marks exercised Subject more as a lapsé of propsr business’ prooeduro
than as ‘a quéstion of theft. 'Subject's rapid-fire thought procésses and
subtléety of mind render him- an”infdféii1ﬁé“66h#brédﬁibﬁaliét'but”d"péor" o
candidate for testing, i.e,, he reacted irrélevantly many timea during . testing;x‘,,
to the faot that his mind raced ahead of the quebtion.

. ‘Subjest did not appear to resent testingj in faot, he stated that in
| hIs_opinion such a test would be worthwhile for all LCCASSOCK employees.

DISSEMINATION OF ANY PORTION OF THIS REPORT NUST BE VERBATIM.
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